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Part 1:  Statistical Information

This year 83 candidates registered for the May session of the examination, a substantial increase of 24

percent over last year.

The Intermediate examination consisted of one written paper divided into two Sections. Section A

consisted of 11 short-answer compulsory questions, and Section B consisted of four structured essay 

questions of which candidates had to choose three. Candidates were required to be familiar with all 

aspects of the syllabus in order to be able to answer Section A. Section B questions allowed for the 

demonstration of a higher level of understanding, application, critical and analytical skills with reference 

to particular topics.

Table 1 shows the distribution of grades for this session

GRADE A B C D E F Abs Total
Number 14 15 21 18 8 3 4 83
% of Total 16.87 18.07 25.3 21.69 9.64 3.61 4.82 100

The overall performance of the candidates in this session was better than that of last year and there was an 

increase in the number of candidates obtaining Grade A.

Table 2 shows the number and percentage of candidates who answered the different questions in 
Section B of the examination paper

Question Topic Number  of 
Candidates

% of candidates
N=83*

1 Milk 77 92.8

2 Energy and eco-friendly measures 77 92.8

3 Aquaculture and hydroponics 41 49.4

4 Finance and money management 58 69.9

* four candidates were absent



IM EXAMINER’S REPORT 2011

3

Part 2: Comments on the written examination

2.1: Comment regarding the performance in Section A

General Comments:  The candidates’ overall performance in Section A was good; sixty-five percent 

obtained a total of more than 30 marks.

The average mark scored was less than 28.2/40. The highest total mark obtained in this section was 39/40, 

while the lowest total mark was 14.5/40. 

Question 1: The majority of candidates answered correctly this question related to protein.  However, 

few mentioned that extra protein puts strain on kidneys and liver, and then excreting the excess nitrogen

or that it may result in calcium loss.

Question 2: Some candidates did not know the BMI range for overweight and obesity. They also failed to 

identify the difference between dietary factors and non-dietary factors.

Question 3: Most candidates answered this question correctly.  Some focused all the answers on the lack 

of certain nutrients and failed to mention factors that contribute to the development of osteoporosis 

throughout the lifecycle.

Question 4: Most candidates answered this question correctly.

Question 5: Most candidates tackled this question well and gave good answers.  Some candidates 

mentioned vitamins rather than minerals essential for a growing adolescent.

Question 6: The majority of the candidates answered this question correctly.

Question 7: Most candidates did not answer this question well.   Instead of defining the term GMO, the 

candidates gave the meaning of the abbreviated term.  The negative implications listed by the candidates 

were very brief and at times repetitive, especially those related to the natural environment.  

Question 8: This question about purchasing goods on credit was answered well.  A few candidates gave 

answers which were out of point as they mixed up buying on credit with higher purchase.
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Question 9: Most candidates lost marks as they mixed up telebanking with teleshopping. Others gave an 

incorrect definition for internet banking.  

Question 10: This question about biodegradable waste posed no problem for the candidates. However,

the reasons were very limited and most of the time repetitive.  

Question 11:  The use of the EC mark was outlined correctly by most candidates.  The descriptions of 

one law were generally very poor.  Some answers were out of point as candidates stated the products 

which the EC mark is used on.

2.2 Comments regarding candidates’ performance in Section B

Question 1:  This question about milk proved quite popular.  The average mark obtained was 13.3 out of 

the possible maximum 20 marks. Four candidates obtained nearly full marks.  Part (a) was well-answered 

by the majority.  However, only few gave a good description of the nutritive value of milk.   Most 

candidates mentioned one or two nutrients without exploring all the nutrients that are provided by milk. In 

part (b) most candidates gained full marks.  There were some who failed to answer ‘how a person can 

ensure an adequate intake of both’ and lost marks.  In part (c) others repeated previous answers, and 

marks were deducted as a result of this.  The last part of the question was adequately answered.  In part 

(d) some candidates gave a good description of the cause of lactose intolerance.  The second part of this

question was not answered correctly by the vast majority.  

Question 2:  This question about energy and eco-friendly measures was also very popular, and the 

average mark scored was 14.8 out of 20 marks.  Four candidates achieved full marks.

In part (a) and (b), most gave correct answers and showed that they were well versed in eco-friendly 

measures. In part (c), the majority described the correct procedure that needs to be followed in order to 

obtain compensation.   A few omitted one or two steps while other answers were simply insufficient.  In 

Part (d) of the question about the reduction of fuel consumption when using a gas cooker for food 

preparation, the majority of the candidates failed to understand well what was being asked and as a result 

gave wrong answers.

Question 3:  This question about aquaculture and hydroponics was the least popular.  Candidates 

obtained a low average of 6.2 out of the possible 20 marks. In part (a), the italicized terms of aquaculture 

and hydroponics were quite well defined by the majority.  However, very few candidates gave good 

examples of local produce.  In part (c), most failed to compare and contrast the nutritive value of fish in 

aquaculture and wild settings. Parts (d) and (e) were well answered by many.  These new production 
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methods still need considerable awareness especially about the effects on the consumer, retailer and

producer, and on the natural environment.

Question 4:  This was another less popular question regarding finance and money management. The 

average mark was 9.3out of the possible 20 marks.  It was quite surprising to find that the majority of

candidates lacked knowledge about the difference between savings, current and fixed accounts. They also 

failed to identify correctly the difference between debit cards and credit cards.  Part (b) was left 

unanswered by some. Parts (c) and (d) were well answered by the majority. However marks were lost for 

providing very scanty answers.

2.3 General Comments and Recommendations

As emphasised in previous examiners’ reports, candidates need to read the questions well before 

attempting to answer them.   It is also advisable that candidates gauge the depth of the answer by looking 

at what is being asked of them and at the marks allocated for each part of the question.  Very brief 

answers are often awarded a portion of the marks.  It was also evident from the answers provided that 

candidates are finding it more difficult to express themselves properly in good English.  Often, poor 

spelling and wrong grammatical errors make it difficult to decipher the candidates’ answers.  

  

Chairperson
Board of Examiners
July 2011
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